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OBJECTIVE

»GRAFIIR is a facility established to leverage existing
capabilities and those under development for both current GOES
and its successor ABI in data processing and product evaluation
to support GOES-R analysis of instruments impacts on meeting
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Four instrument effects have been applied to simulated (from
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orrelation Coefficient 0:132 '

GRAFIIR is now ready to conduct systematic and detail analysis
Ijjjj of ABI instrument impacts on key products.

Datasets were created that applied all four instrument effects at 1X spec
and 3X spec to determine their effects on certain algorithms.

is 0.9998 appears robust.
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